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A careful exaininatioi'i of the names of hats now in common 
use shows that many changes must bo made before the nomen- 
clature will 1)0 placed on a stable basis. Some of these changes 
have alread}^ been pointed out by Miller in his recent revision 
of the VespertilionidiC.* Rut errors no less glaring still ]>ass 
current in other families, and it is the |)uri)ose of this })aper to 
call attention to a few which have come to light while com])iling 
a list of the family and generic names of Chiroptera. 

Rats are now usually divided into six tamilies : Emballo- 
nurida?, Nycteriday PIndlostomatiday Pteropodidm, Rliinolo- 
])hiday and Vespertilionida'. A rigid adlierence to the rule of 
priority requires a change in at least two of these na.mes, as well 
as in the designations of several suljfamilies, genera, and s}>ecies. 

NOCTILIONIDiE ( Emballonuridie). 

The free-tailed bats received the commonly acce}>ted name of 
Eml)allonurida‘ from Dobson in ISfo.f Gray, however, in 1821 J 

*North Aniericaii Fauna, No. 13, 1807; Ann. Mag. Nat. Hist., (>tli 
ser., XX, p. 370, 1807. ]Most of the references to generic and specific 
names were furnished Mr. ^Miller l>y the Biological Survey of the U. S. 
Dept, of Agriculture, the generic names forming part of m}^ forthcoming 
index to the genera of mammals. 

t Ann. ^lag. Nat. Hist., 4th ser., XVI, p. 347, Nov., lS7d. 

X London ^ledical Rei)Ository, XV, p. 200, Apr. 1, ls2l. 
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proposed the term Noctilionida^ based on another ^'enus of the 
same family, and tins name luivino- pi-iority of more than lialf a 
century should be adopted instead of Em])allonuri(be. 

The genus Sarcopterj/x, according to Dobson, contains 4 sub- 
genera., one of whicb. Centronycierls, was based on VespertiUo 
colairatus from Brazil. This s[>ecies was named l)y \\ded in 
lS21,^M)utis preoccui)ied b}^ Ve-yiertUlo calcamins Ihifinesque f 
desci’ibed in ISbS, a North Ameri(ain species l)elonging to an- 
otlier famil 3 ^ Since the Brazilian l)at now known as Sdccoptcryx 
C(tlcarata does not seem to have received an}M)ther specific name, 
it may be called Saccopteryx wiedi in honor of its discoverer, 
Maximilian, Prince of Wied. 

MEGADERMATID/E tNycteridaD. 

The family Nycteriday also named by Dobson in 1875, contains 
but two genera, Mcyadcnna and Nycteris, each the ty])e of a dis- 
tinct subfamil}". llaiTison Allen published the name Megader- 
matidamn 18()4 J ; Peters used the tei’in iMegadermata as early 
as 1805, and Gill adopted it in a modified form Megadermida\ 
in 1872. iVlthough Harrison Allen merel 3 mised the name inci- 
dentally for a genus which is now known to belong to another 
grou}), tliere can be no doubt as to tbe genus on which it was 
l)ased. Consequentl 3 " tiiere seems to be no reason why iMegader- 
mati(hr should not lie adojited for tlie famil 3 % since it has 11 
3 ^ears’ priority over Nycterida^. 

PHYLLOSTOMATID/E. 

Several changes in current generic names of leaf-nosed bats are 
also necessaiw. AiionraGray, 1888, should replace niosso)iycterls 
Peters, 18()8, as recentl v shown 1)3" Thomas and Troijessart; Phyl- 
todenna be antedated by (iaaiuliva : and Lojdiodonia must 
givewa 3 Go Tonatia. Tiie ('a 3 "enne Bat, called Pliijlloderma stenops 
1)3" Peters in 18b5,^ was jireviously named Gaandlra eayaaensis 
l\y Gra 3 ^ in 1848, but apparently was not described until 186G || 

*S(4hnz, Das Thien-eich, I, p. 180, 1821. 

tAm. IMontlily Mag., HI, p. 445, Oct., 1818. 

X Mon. Bats North Am., p. XX HI, 1804. 

^ Monatsl)er. K. Prens.s. Akad. tViss., Berlin, ]). 518, 1805. 

It List Spec. iMaiiiin. Brit. Mii.s., p. 194, 1848; Bro(‘. Zool. Soc. London, 
18G(), p. 114. 
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and therefore remained a nomen nudum until one yeai* after the 
appearance of Peters’ description. If (h*ay has anywhere de- 
scril)ed tlie species ]>rior to ISGG, his name Guandira will of 
course take ])recedenee over Plnjlloderimi. 

Lophostomi D'Orbigny, * is antedated at least nine years hy 
Tonatia (Iray, 1827. Lophostuma was based on L. splricolnm (~ 
PhijllostonKt amtdjiotis ^\"agner, 1848 >, and according to Dobson, 
contains two otlier species — ]himpprus bidens 8})ix and Lopho- 
stoma hrasillcuse I’eters. D. bidens, however, is the type of Tonatia 
Gray. Thegenus was published in volume V of Grillith’s Cuvier, 
Animal Kingdom, as follows: “ Vampprns,\i is understood, was 
long ago appro])riated l)y M. GeotTroy (in a MS. communication 
to Dr. Leach) ns a generic name to L. spectrum of Linna'‘us ; l)ut 
Spix in his splendid work on the animals of Brazil, now pub- 
lishing, has adopted it for three species there described, the 
Cirrhosus, Soricinus, and Bidens. * * Nr. Gray })roposes * * * 
to divide the three species of Spix’s genus ]\twpprus above men- 
tioned into two genera, the one under the name Istiophoriis, in- 
cluding Cirrhosns and Soricinus, and the other under that of 
Tonatia, including Bidens oidy.”f 

PTEROPODIDi^:. 

Among the fruit-eating bats, changes are inevitable in the 
well-known genera jMacro(jIossus (or Carpon.ijderis). Ci/nonycteris 
(or Xantharpyia), JIarpyia, and Cepindotes. Macroylossiis, preoc- 
cu[)ied in Entomology, was re]>laced in 1891 by Carponycteris, Ly- 
dekker. This latter name is antedated by Kiodotus. [)roposed in 
1840 ])}" Blytli,']; who had previously discovered that Macroylossus 
was not availaljle, ami suggested a Latinized form of tlie common 
name as a snl}stitute. The ado}>tion of Kiodotus necessitates a 
new name for the subfamily INIacroglossinm or Carpon 3 ^cteriniTe, 
which ma}" be called Kiodotinae. This subfamihmncludes the 

* First published on plates of D'Orbigny’s ‘Voyage dans I’Amerique 
ineridionale,’ which were distributed separately in l<s:>(>. In 1838 Graj' 
(pioted the genus with a brief diagnosis, merely mentioning the species 
by name. The specific name, however, dates from 1847, the year when 
the text accompanying the plates appeared. 

t I’. 71, foot-note, 1827. 

J Cuvier’s Animal Kingdom, 69 footnote, 1840; new ed., 69 footnote, 
1849. The first edition not seen ; Mr. F. H. Waterhouse, Librarian of 
the Zoological Society of London, has kindly verified the reference forme, 
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genera CalUnyderis^ Eonycteris, Iviodot(o<^ Melonycieris, Nesonycieris, 
Noiopteris, aiul Tcygenyc.teris. 

The genus known as (hfnonifderis hy Peters and Doljson, and 
as Nnntharpyla ]>y Lydekker, must give way to Rousettus CJray, 
1821/*' winch has more tlian 20 years’ [)riority. Rousettus was 
based on Pteropus aeyyptlacus ; Xantharpyia Gray, 184r3, in- 
cluded P. (unplexicaudatus^ P. aegyptiaciis, iim\ P. stmmineus ; and 
Cynonyderis Peters, 1852, had for its tvj^e P. collar Is, As all 
tiiese species are now considered congeneric, it is simpl}^ a mat- 
ter of selecting the earliest name. 

llarpyia is i)reoecupied in Entomology^ and in the case of 
Cepludotes an unfortunate transfer of the name must be made 
similar to that of l^espertilw, to which Miller lias already called 
attention. Cephalotes and Harpy la are closely related, and may 
therefore be considered together. Cepludotes was jiroposed by 
Geoffroy in 1810 y for two species, Cephalotes jwronil GeoiYroy^ 
from the island of Timor, and Cephalotes pallasii Geoffroy, a new 
name for Vespertillo cephalotes Pallas. Illiger in the following 
year, 1811, based ids Harpy la on ]^esp)ertilio cephalotes. But, as 
already stated, Harpyia is }>reoccupied in Entomology, since 
Ochsenheimer selected it in 1810 for a group of luiropean moths 
and gave a detailed descrijition of the genus and several species 
in his work entitled ‘ Die Schmetterlinge ^'on Euro])a’ (vol. Ill, 
p. 19). Harpyia is therefore not available either for the bat or 
the eagle, to which it has so long l)een aj)plied. Even were tins 
not the case, it could hardly (4aini recogidtion, as it is in reality 
mei’cly a synonym of Cephahdes. 

It may l)c claimed that Geoffroy did not name the type of his 
genus Cephalotes, and under the rule that the first reviser of a 
genus has the right to fix the type when none has l>een desig- 
nated ])y the original descril)er, Illiger could select Ves2m’tiUo 
cephalotes as the type of Harjiyia (thus leaving Cepludotes peronii 
as the type of the genus Cephalotes), and his verdict would be 
final. Certain it is that he has been followed by Temminck, 
Gray, Dobson and others, until C. pero}\U has become almost 
universally associated with Cephalotes and P! cejdudotes with Har- 
pyia. It may well be questioned whether the type of Cepihalotes 
was really left in uncertainty, and whether Illiger deliberately 



* London ^ledical Repositurv, XV, p. 290, A}>r. 1, 1821, 
t Ann. Mu 3. dTIist. Nat. Paris, XV, pp. 101-108. 
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•fixed ’ it, or, not having seen Geoffrey's ])aj)er,* simply based 
llarpyia on VespertiUo eephaloies, winch he recognized as distinct 
from other species of Ve-'^pertilio. The original descri})tion seems 
to leave little doubt tliat Geoffrey intended cephalotes and not 
peronil as the tv])e of his genus, for he says : Nous don nous ee 

nom a la cephalote de Pallas et a une nouvelle espece du voyage 
aux terres australes, (pii ont une tres-grande alFinite avec les 
rousettes, mais qui en different assez pour ne pouvoir etre 
comprises dans le nuune genre ” (]i. lOl). Again : Pallas m’a 
fourni le nom de ctq)halote ’’ (p. 104). If this is not con- 
clusive, it is only necessary to refer to Isidore Geoffrey’s expla- 
nation of the case, t in which he calls attention to Illiger’s trans- 
]iosition of the type, stating that ]^espertlUo eephalotes was actual 
the type of Cephalotes, and that Geoffrey afterwards perceiving 
that cephalotes and peronil were genericalh" distinct })ro])osed 
Hypoderma for the latter species, lie says : “ Ce genre [Cq)/ut- 
lotes], etabli par Geoffroy Saint- Hilaire, a iiour type une espece 
tres-remarquable jiar son systeme dentaire, le ]^espertUio Cepha- 
lotes de Pallas. * * 'K Depuis eette epoque, de nouvelles ob- 

servations ont demontre la necessite de sejmrer ces deux Chauve- 
Souris, semblables a quelques egards, mais differant Pune de 
Pautre })ar de nombreux et importans caracteres. Cette sepa- 
ration a etc effectuee par Geoffroy dans un travail public tout 
receminent (Lemons stcmog.),ou le grou})e pen naturel.des Ce])ha- 
lotesest })artage en deux genres, Pun conservant le nom de Ceph- 
alotes, e'est celui (pii a pour type le ]^espertilio Cep] a dotes ; Pautre 
nomine Hypoderma^ e’est celui (pii a ])Our type la (V‘})halote de 
Pfron, 'i' (iuehjiies auteurs, ayant deja senti la necessite 
de sc])arer les deux (Vq)halotes, ont ]>ro])ose de donner le nom 
(VHarpya cree par Illiger, a la vca-italde Cephalote, le ]^espertdio 
Cephalotes de Pallas, et de transporter le nom Cephalotes a Pes})eee 
de Peron.” Hypoderma , like Harpyla, is preoceujiied in Ento- 
mology,! and since no other generic name seems to have been 
])i'oposed for Cephalotes peroaii, a new name is required for the 

* Illiger does not refer to the i^aper or to Geotfroy’s species Cephalotes 

jievfaiU. 

t Piet, riassique d’llist. Nat., XIV, p. 70r>, 1S2S. 

X According to Agassiz the name was proposed by Clark, in 1815, in his 
‘ Essays on the Pots of Horses and other Animals.’ I have been unable 
to find the name in this paper, but it was snbseipiently used by Latreille 
in 1825, in his ‘ Earn. Nat. du Regne Animal,’ V, p. 503. 
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grou}). Tlie genus may therefore he called Dobsonia in lionor 
of the late Dr. George E. Dobson wlio devoted inucli attention to 
the stud}^ of tiie Gliiroptera. 

Thomas has recently adopted (honycteris to re[)lace llarpyla:'^' 
l)ut this name was leased on Ci/nopierus athivenier Gray, whicb, 
according to Dol)son, is synonymous witli lospcrp’/fc cephalotcs. 
[^ronydcrls is therefore a synonym of Ccphalolcs Geoffroy. Trans- 
ferring Cephalotes to the species to whicli it really belongs, the 
forms usualh’’ referred to it will- stand Dobsonia peronn (Geoff.) 
and Dobsonia minor (Dobson), while those usually placed in 
Harpyia will stand, Cephalotes cephalotes (Pallas) and Cephalotes 
major (Dobson). 

*Novitates Zoologicie, II, p. 163, 1895. 



